Table of Contents - Issue 1 by Chicago-Kent Law Review
Chicago-Kent Law Review
Volume 74
Issue 1 Symposium on Commemorating the Two
Hundredth Anniversary of Chancellor Kent's Ascension
to the Bench
Article 1
December 1998
Table of Contents - Issue 1
Chicago-Kent Law Review
Follow this and additional works at: https://scholarship.kentlaw.iit.edu/cklawreview
Part of the Law Commons
This Front Matter is brought to you for free and open access by Scholarly Commons @ IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law. It has been accepted for
inclusion in Chicago-Kent Law Review by an authorized editor of Scholarly Commons @ IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law. For more information,
please contact dginsberg@kentlaw.iit.edu.
Recommended Citation
Chicago-Kent Law Review, Table of Contents - Issue 1, 74 Chi.-Kent L. Rev. i (1998).
Available at: https://scholarship.kentlaw.iit.edu/cklawreview/vol74/iss1/1
CHICAGO-KENT
LAW REVIEW
VOLUME 74 1998 NUMBER 1
CONTENTS
SYMPOSIUM COMMEMORATING THE TWO
HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF CHANCELLOR KENT'S
ASCENSION TO THE BENCH
SYMPOSIUM EDITOR
HAROLD J. KRENT
FOREWORD: THE LEGACY OF CHANCELLOR KENT
Harold J. Krent 3
COMMENTARIES ON CHANCELLOR KENT Judith S. Kaye 11
THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIAL BRANCH IN THE NEW
REPUBLIC Charles Gardner Geyh & Emily Field Van Tassel 31
CHANCELLOR KENT AND THE SEARCH FOR THE ELEMENTS OF
IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES Michael J. Gerhardt 91
PRESERVING AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY: THE NEED FOR
CONTRIBUTION AND EXPENDITURE LIMITS IN JUDICIAL ELECTIONS
Erwin Chemerinsky 133
LAW AND THE CREATIVE MIND Susanna L. Blumenthal 151
THE CHANCELLOR'S GHOST G. Edward White 229
GENRE AND AUTHORITY: THE RISE OF CASE REPORTING IN THE
EARLY UNITED STATES Denis P. Duffey, Jr. 263
MASTER, JUSTICE, CHANCELLOR KENT: HIS LEGACY FOR TODAY'S
JUDGES Penny J. White 277
STUDENT COMMENT
COMPUTER PROGRAMS AS LITERARY WORKS AND AS MODES OF
OPERATION: A CASE COMMENT ON LOTUS V. BORLAND
Jeffrey Brill 289
Does copyright ever protect the nonliteral elements of computer
code? An analysis of the First Circuit's approach to this question in the
Lotus case, where the court analogized computer code to uncopyrightable
modes of operation, yields a tentative "No" (with an exception for artistic
computer screen images). An equally divided Supreme Court affirmed
Lotus per curiam. While this interpretation of Lotus may well result in the
appropriate treatment of computer code, nonetheless the Court should
clarify its reasoning and articulate clearly the scope of copyright
protection in code.
